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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This in response to amendment filed 02/13/2008. No claims have been added. 
No claims have been canceled. No claims have been amended. Claims 1-19 are still 
pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Turner (US PAT # 6,738,373). 
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Regarding claim 1 , Turner teaches a method of controlling the operation mode of 
a hybrid access terminal (HAT) (see col. 4, lines 44-65) capable of communicating a 
first communication system that supports voice service and low-speed data service and 
a second communication system that supports high-speed data service (see col. 2, lines 
5, lines 1-9), the method comprising the steps of: monitoring both the first and second 
communication systems in a hybrid operation mode by the HAT (col. 2, lines 58-64); 
and transitioning from the hybrid operation mode to a data-only operation mode (col. 5, 
lines 4-16), upon receipt of a message ordering mode transition from the second 
communication system (the message reads on the PDSN data packets received from 
the base station, see col. 5, lines 25-32). 

Turner does not specifically teach discontinuing monitoring the first 
communication system, and monitoring only the second communication system by the 
HAT. 

However, Turner discloses that WCD can actually monitors only the first network 
channel (see col. 2, lines 57-63). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the HAT monitoring the second communication 
system instead of the first communication system. This is strictly a design choice the 
HAT can be programmed to monitor any network desired and discontinue monitoring 
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the other network (not in use). Also, dropping the monitoring for the other 
communication network it would have been obvious in the Turner's system, since there 
is no need to exhaust the recourses when is not needed it. 

Claims 10, 12-13 and 16-17 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed 
above with respect to claim 1 . 

For claims 2-3, 4-8, see col. 2, lines 37-63. 

For claims 9, 11, 14-15 and 18-19, see col. 1, lines 14-54. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been considered but they have been found not 
persuasive. 

Regarding Applicant's arguments (Pages 7-9 of the Remarks), it is noted that 
Applicant's main argument are directed to "Turner does not teach, show, suggest, or 
render obvious the claimed step of discontinuing monitoring the first communication 
system, and monitoring on the second communication system by the HAT". Applicant 
states (Page 8 of the Remarks) that since Turner recognizes that operating first and 
second communication system has an impact on standby time, Turner operates only the 
communication system in service in order to save power. The Applicant reached the 
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conclusion that by periodically saving power and operating the communication system 
in service only, Turner is actually teaching away from Applicant's claimed step of 
discontinuing monitoring the first communication system and monitoring only the second 
communication system. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's statement 
because as stated in the above rejection that dropping/discontinuing the monitoring for 
the other communication network (not in use) it will avoid exhausting the recourses. 
Why an ordinary skill in the art will continue monitoring two communication systems one 
is operative (i.e., working) and the other is idle (i.e., not in use), doing so will require to 
maintain power and resources for two communication systems, which in reality only the 
communication system that is operative is required monitoring and not the other . The 
Examiner believes that discontinuing the monitoring of one communication system 
when it is not needed is one method of saving power and energy and it is absolutely 
analogs to Turner's teaching of saving power by limiting the time for monitoring, 
concentrating mostly on the communication system that is in service (i.e., in use) which 
is considered another method of saving power and energy. Both methods leads to the 
same end result. 

Applicant argues (Page 9 of the Remarks) "However, singling messages are not 
wrapped and transmitted to the HAT while the second channel is transmitting data 
packets". It is noted that Applicant is reading into the claim language, since the claimed 
limitation of "while the second channel is transmitting data packets" is not recited in 
claim 12. 
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The Examiner believes that other claims arguments are already addressed. 
Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S. AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (571) 272-7488. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Rasha S AL-Aubaidi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



